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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



MI A Dexter Tugbang. Examiner 



(Z) AndrewE. Rawlins, for Applicant(s) . 



(2) Tai Van Nguyen, Examiner . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 12 December 2007 . 

Type: a)KI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 8 and 20 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Hashimoto . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)M was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

The applicant(s) explained the differences between their invention and the prior art. The applicant(s) urged that the 
prior art does not teach a "substrate support... direction" (lines 9-1 1 of Claim 8 with similar limitations of Claim 20). The 
examiner clarified that in Hashimoto, the conveyor 13 was read as the claimed "substrate support" and is situated 
along a longitudinal side of the transport device. The conveyor 13 of Hashimoto "faces away" from the component 
feeder because it transports the substrate S in a direction away from the component feeder. The conveyor also is 3 
dimensional, and thus has at least one dimension that "extends" perpendicular to the transport direction. Therefore, 
the examiner maintains that Hashimoto meets all of the limitations of Claims 8 and 20. 

Further limitations were discussed in a potential future amendment that would appear to define over the art of record. 
The examiner also noted that the future amendment may raise new issues and requiring further consideration and 
search. The applicant(s) to file a subsequent response formally for consideration.. 
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Application Serial No. 10/563,091 

Examiner Nguyen: 

Attached please find the proposed agenda that you requested for our telephonic interview on 
December 12, 2007. 

Best regards, 

Andrew E. Rawlins 
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FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 



If there are any problems with this transmission or if you have not 
received all of the pages, please call 202. 672. 5517. 
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DO NOT ENTER 
Application Serial No. 10/563,091 
Proposed Agenda for Interview 

1 . Whether Hashimoto teaches or suggests the component placement device of independent 
claim 8, including, for example, "a substrate support that is situated along a longitudinal side of 
the transport device and that faces away from the at least one component feeder, the substrate 
support extends perpendicular to the transport direction." 

2. Whether Hashimoto teaches or suggests the component placement device of independent 
claim 20, including, for example, "a substrate support that is situated along a longitudinal side of 
the transport device on an opposite side of the transport device from the component feeder, the 
substrate support extends perpendicular to the transport device." 
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